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. *Q.
sample. Students who did not go on to further study tended to come from less
affluent and less well educated amilies, while students who went to profes-
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from wealthier families pursued advanced study more frequently than others,
even when undergraduate grades were controlled. Students from wealthier -
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Is there any.truth in Sarte's remark that the Ph.D. is given in America as
a reward for having a wealthy ﬁétherrandhno.opinions? The effects of social
class and income have been related to th aﬁtendancevof ccllege during the
undergraduate years: in many studies. These/studies show that lowér family
income and lower class origins seem to lead to a lower attendance rate than
would be expected on' the basis of ability(Clark, 1964; Baird, 1976). - Do these
factors also influence attendance and refention in graduate school? Earlier:
research, such as Davis (1963), showed that studénts with higher soctoeconomic
backgrounds more often-planned to enter advanced study immedidately. Miller
(1963) followed the same students a year later, and found that students' family
backgrounds did not appear to have much effect on the implementation of their
plans for attendance in.graduate or professional school. Grigg (1965) reached
similar conclusions. However, there is little recent infermation about the
extent to which social class influences attendance in graduate or professional
school.

The purpose of this study is to analyze information from a 'large, recent
sample of college seniors, Wwho were followed-up a year later to answer three
questions? (1) Do students from low SES backgrounds attend gradbaté and
professional school as frequéntly as students fgom high SES backgrounds do?;.
(2) Does the influence of social class vary by legvel of academic abilitv?;
and (3) Among seniQrs who planned to continue their education the next year,
does social class influence the gxtent\to which stqgents follow through with
their plans? :

Data sources. The data for this study comes from a follow-up of a
national survey of ‘a sample of e&llege seniors who replied to a questionnaire,

he College Senior Survey., in the spring of 1971 (Baird, Clark, & Hartnett,
*1973). " Some 7,734 .seniors in 94 colleges across the country were followed up-
in late spring of 1972 to determine their activities. "Analyses indicated the
sample included proportionately sliéﬁtiy fewer minority students than did the
nonrespondents, but the sample did not Seem to be biased in any othrer way, and
included an extremely wide variety of students.

The Senior Survey c>x§;ed a great deal of biographical, personal, atti- ¥
“tudinal and educational inMrmation about students, including their specitic

plans for study the next year (Baird, Clark, & Hartnett, 1973). ¥he folézw-up F

questionnaire asceftained}students' edutational and vocational activiti
including their specific fields of study' (Baird, 1974). '

Method. To answer the first question above, the simple frequencies and
percentages of students from families of differing incomés and parental educa-
tion in each form of postgraduate activity were compared. To answer the second

-«

question, the percentages of students with differing family incomes and differIng
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follow through with their plans -

grades who Jére in¢some form of postgrafiuvate educatiog were ealculated " To
answer the third question, we compared ffthe percentages of students from different
SES groups who had planned to pursue® graduate or professiona® education in o
specific fields who yere actually doing so a year later. ‘The overall percentages
of those who-had plaQned to pursue adyanced study,. whq were in some form of
advanced study were dlso cdbmpared. Standard survey compatlﬁon;techniques

(Slmon, 1971) were u%fd in all analyses‘

» o Results 4 ' '; . : .
' The SES d%\students' famllles, as measured bv parental/ education and ,
income, was related to btudents postgradiate . act1v1tles 5 shown in Table 1.
On each measure, st dents- who worked, married, ror entered the military service
tended to come from‘\‘ atively low SES familles, graduate- students from slightly
higher SES famllles,\:‘ law and medical btudents from the highest SES families.
This‘genéral pattern ”3 ifferences also held for men and wdmen in the various
groups. Jdt is easy tQif‘e that the capacity of families to suppaort their
chlldren\would be relat@yd' to their educationdl caréers and that well-educated
parents would have-high\ \3oectdtlons for their chlldren In fact, one might
have expected the diffe§‘ LLb to be even greater considering.the importance of
these variables at-eatli_‘x ducatlon decisipn p01nts (e. g bewell, 1971).

\
b

The extent of the 1nf
success can sbe seen in Ia ‘\
clear that students from we “thler ‘homeés: generally are more likely to attend
graduate or professional sch ‘l whatever theit grades. Although: the 'students
from the homes with lowest igeomeés are more éligible for scholarships and loan$
than their wealthler classmat ‘, these. ajds tould not overcome their families
lack of resources. For ¥amp ke among the B+ students, those from the wealthi-
est families, were nearly twicelas ltkely to attend graduate or professional
school than’ Lhose from the poo "'ﬁ liomes. ' Among the A to A+ students, students
from families with incomegs of” $30\ 000 ot ‘more were Jhalf araln as likely to
go on to advanced study as studeats rr?ﬁ families wlth *incomes of $5,000 to
$7,999. . L _\ :

SR N s ’ .

[t may surprise some readers Yo find that so many students. with under-
gﬂaduate grades of.C and, below and ‘CHhwere attending graduate or protfessional
school. Although some of ‘these students were actua v in nonacademic and
technical bchoolg, and other were ln undemanding fields, a'su%prising number
were in regular academic programs. "Some of these students had attended very
selective undergraduate schools, and ptners had 'high test scores although they

had not put forth’ the effort neceded tosget. good grades as undergraduateb
g, ., .

\ence of social class ‘compared to that of academic
‘32. Althdugh the relatlonshlp is complex, it is

o

Do students from fdmlliLs ob dlfferent incomt and dethiLnal levels

b tWe pame extent? - Overall, our calculatidns
"eged backgrounds are more likely to be
,.and they weresmore likely to be in some

indicated that students from nor¢ pyiv
in the field they had planned,td"enze
form of advanced study. The ovdral ates mask some important differences* .
between fields, however. Stude‘ts om wealthier homgs implemented their plans
to attend medical school consiq“rhb y more often than,! prudents from poor homes.
Although the same was generall tgue for haw, the flgu es suggest that the
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students in the lowest income category may have’more aQééss to financial aid
than students_ from middle-income or upper-income familigs. ' To some degree -
this may be due to special scholarship programs for minority students. In
contrast, family income was not particularhy‘related'ﬁd students' implementa-
tion of their plan’im graduate’ fields. T :

1 TN
Beyond parental income and education, the degree of ‘family encouragemerft

of advanced study was strikingly'different for students with different post-
college careers. Compared to other students, the seniors who did not continue
to advdnced study were less often encouraged to' go on by their parents. Thre
students who went to graduate sthool reported considerably more ehcouragementffz.

nd students who studied law or medié}Pe reported eveh‘Tope encouragement.
(!

Discussion, g

We found that the traditional obstacles to students from poor backgrounds

still seem to exist to some degree. Less privileged stpdeﬁbs,planned to con-
tinue their educations a little less often than Hore privileged students, and
when they did plan{ to go on, they did not as ftéﬂ\igllow~through with their

plans. The advantgge of the more privileged was sfrongest in the professional
fields of medicine), law, and business. ‘Despite recent advances, the neéd for

financial aid, nseling and information about low,cost programs remains,
particularly in thg fiore costly professional programs. Perhaps there simply
neells to be more aid available, or at least more made accessible. In analyses

teported elsewhere (Baird, 1974), we found that graduate and professional
studenés strongly agreed that some improvements-in financing should ‘be made. )
They would favor "something like the Yale plan," by which students would pledge
some percentage of their future incomes to meet their present néeds, and
package arrangements of scholarships, loans, and jobs. They would like to see
more emphasis on need in awarding scholarships.and assistantships. They would
like to see tuition lowered. All of these results suggest that graduate and -
professional school students would like to see greater and more readily avail-
able financial aid so they could pursue their studies without financial stress.
Perhaps a nhational aids:program, sbmething like the Basic Educational Oppor-
tunity Grant program at the undergraduate level could be developed at the
graduate level. Howevér, given the current disenchantment with higher
education, tE{f appears unlikely in tRe immediate future.
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‘ , ' Table |
! . SES Characteristics of Students Pursuing Different Ackivities After College
' ', f" ‘“._ :i'ﬁ? M s : ;
; v ; T % ; N Y . T ‘
Do o ﬂ&, Post-Graduation Activity '
A

W

N Grad, Arts  Grad. Blo.  Grade Soe. s lav . Medical Other Brof.
..u- vi Marriage Humanities Physe Selence  Science School  School School

‘ Characteristic

', F:ther $ education ‘ ‘ - ' ‘

 lLess than high school diploma ) ._ _T :,.??’ (| 15 15 19 g s

. Righ school He TR BB I VT
Sone colle%e S L RS RN SRR
College graduation Pl ‘15 S A ¢ BRI\ oo
Graduate or professional degres VR ‘17 .0 o _241 ) 3% .

. Mother's Ieduca\t"ion - / ' , ) t '

* Less than high school. diploma\) B0 nm 12 15 b, 6 10
‘Hgh school W 0 2% ¥ % 3 iy 3
Some college nooncop I R TR 1
College graduationl o IR AT o, AW 9 % 18
Graduate or professional degree w6 | )8 Y b | 1 I [ 10 108

Family income | C 1
Less than §5,000 .6 5 7 b . A 5 3 2 5
$,000 87,99 L noon 6 ' L 4 9
"$8,000 0 $11,095 TR 2 18 R O PR 19

. $12,000 to '$19,999 R A ¢ 2% 31 S J TR 2%
520,000 or more/ ] noow. w 24 T

v ‘ . L | ), ( S R

o ‘\ F- | o ﬂ




\ - " " Table 2

8 -

9 : . : ‘ 1
“Percentage of Students from Families with Ditfferent Incomes

Enﬁblled in Graduate‘or Professional School

~

) n According to Undergpuauﬁte Grades
o . : . '
. Family Income  C; Below C+ fB B+ A to A+
'Less than $5,000 19 21 29 30 . s4
©$5,000 to $7,999 12 23 D26 31 46 %
' $8,000 to $11,999 9 . 15. " 35 37 ° 56
' e ¥ . ; .

$§12,000 to $19,999 - 10 21 | 40 -\ 43, 60-

$20,000 and more 10 26 41 . 56 68
* >




